Moseow, June 7, 1986 


Academician E. Velikhov 
Vice-President 
USSR Academy of Sciences 


Dear Academician Velikhov, 

As you may recall we met some three years ago while working 
on the satellite hook-up between the Moscow International Film 
Festival and the University of California. We also discussed the 
study I have since undertaken on psychological factors in the 
Soviet-American arms competition and which presently brings me 
to Moscow as a guest of the USA Institute. 

Now the reason for this letter: Yesterday Joseph Goldin 
shared with me a seript proposed for a film depicting the actual 
dismantling of a Soviet nuclear missile, I shared with him that 
Some months ago I had discussed just such an idea with a group 
of editors from Time magazine and several members of our Center 
in response to a question about Secretary Gorbachev's options 
given the apparent impasse in arms control negotiations. I sug= 
gested that if done carefully it could possibly generate signi- 
ficant public pressure - the only thing that has ever made the 
Reagan administration even enter into arns control negotiation. 
Mr. Goldin suggested that I elaborate some of my thoughts to you 
in the event that you may consider supporting such an idea at 
some point. 

As you may know for the last several years I have carried 
out approximately 80 in-depth interviews with leading figures in 
the American defense establishment including former Secretaries 
of Defense, former Chairmen of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, mem= 
bers of the National Security Council, officials throughout the 
Pentagon, Presidential advisors, Senators, Congressmen, and men 
bers of various pro-defense think tanks, This background gives 
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me a particular perspective on the potential significance of 
such @ symbolic act as dismantling a Soviet missile, which may 
be of interest to you. 

As you know, in the late 70s there was a rather sudden de- 
crease in the American support for the general principle of 
detente and for the specific effort toward arms control. There 
were numerous factors that contributed to this turnaround. One 
of the major ones was the steep increases in the number of 
8S-18s that began at that time. Even though Soviets can justi- 
fiably point out that the Soviet Union was simply "catching 
up" in the overall number of warheads there were several rea- 
sons that this act became increasingly asymbol of Suviet 
“betrayal" of the spirit of detente as understood by Americans, 
Anti-detente groups in America organized a particular negative 
image of Soviet participation in detente that became increas- 
ingly persuasive to the "swing vote". Several factors were 
pointed to. One was Brezhnev's statement that detente actual- 
ly supported the movement of the correlation of forces in 
favour of socialism, Whatever the precise ideological mean- 
ing of these terms the perception grew that the Soviet Union 
still approached Soviet-American relations as a zero-sum game 
with detente being a kind of rse to lull the West while the 
Soviet Union tried to sneak ahead. The SS-18s were seen as 
"evidence" for this view. Elaborating this view further there 
was increasing attention to dated Soviet military writings on 
the potential for victory in a nuclear war, Brezhnev's Tula 
speech could not counteract this growing suspicion. Specific 
features of the SS-18 were pointed to as further "evidence".- 
its hard-target kill capability, its high throw-weight (giv- 
ing the Soviet Union a unique "break-out" potential should 
it wish to suddenly load up more warheads) and finally the 
saliency of its sheer size. Bven though these concerns could 
be easily dismissed on logical military grounds, the pre~ 
occupation with the "big Soviet ICBMs" persevered as an ex- 
pression of feelings about the sense of betrayal by those 
who had earlier come to believe that the Soviet Union had 
abandoned its zero-sum aim of undermining the west and was 


ea ae 


willing to live in a normalized state of equilibrium on an 
indefinite basis, (I am speaking here of the ‘suiting vote’, 
not those who had perenially opposed detente.) 

In the interviews I have done, this theme about the SS-18s 
has come up repeatedly. Numerous individuals show me plastic 
scale models or diagrams stressing how "big" the SS-16s are 
and resurrecting already refuted arguments about a window of 
vulnerability. The fact that the overt emotion is completely 
unphased when, after a few simple questions, the intellectual 
viability of the concern simply collapses, shows how much we 
are dealing with a symbolic rather than an intellectual pro-~ 
cess. 

By stressing the central role of the SS=18s as a symbol 
I do not mean to imply that I believe it was the central 
"cause" of the breakdown of detente. It was simply one small 
factor among many. It is, however, perhaps the most palpable 
symbol for an exceedingly intractable American perception of 
sinister Soviet intent. For this reason I think that the 
simple act of dismantling just one SS-18 in an explicitly 
ritualized fashion could produse a powerful counteractive 
effect. 

The world public has never seen an actual nuclear missile 
being dismantled before their eyes, each warhead being re~ 
moved and one-by-one the triggering mechdnisms destroyed. I 
would anticipate that news organizations,\throughout the world 
would cover the event, Watching the careful, methodical pro- 
cess would subliminally imprint on the minds of a vast audi- 
ence the powerful message: Yes, actual ‘disarmament can really 
happen, I will not reiterate the extensive psychological re= 
search that confirns the age-old Oriental &aying that a pic- 
ture is more effective than a thousand words. 

I realize that such an action would have ‘complex signi~ 
ficance in the context of current arms control negotiations 
that would need to be carefully considered. There is the 
potential that such an act could be dismissdd as simply a 
propaganda stunt. I think, however, that ‘Secretary Gorbachev 
has already effectively and wittily dealt with such a critic- 
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ism by not defending against it but rather saying, fine 
let's just have a series of reciprocal propaganda gestures. 
Furthermore I think it would be possible to stage the event 
in a depoliticized, almost artistic fashion so that the 
images would effectively bypass the part of the mind that 
resists such impressions through intellectual constructs. 

More importantly I realize it would be exceedingly im- 
portant that the Soviet Union not be perceived as saying that 
it is willing to have major cuts in strategic forces before 
there is a reaffirmation of the ABM treaty. Carefully staged, 
though, I think viewers would be left with the most salient 
impression of how nuch easier it would be to mutually dis- 
mantle weapons than to try to do the same thing by building 
an expensive and destabilizing strategic defense system. 

I hope you have found these thoughts useful, Should you 
be interested in meeting with me to discuss them further 
(I will be in Moscow through Friday the 13th) or if I ean 
be of any! assistance in furthering such an idea I would be 
more than happy to do so. 


Sincerely, 


Steven Kull,Ph. D. 
Fellow 


